REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Chhm U 3, " 9, 1 i i2, 4S bine htvii .'in, iJeci C"a sr^ J 4 o, 1 ^ iO. 30, 4 7 ha\e been 
canceled Titc antctidmcnts the tiauus aic ba!>ed on maicnal di-itloscd m the ongiiially 11 led 
specitication, cmms and drawings. Therefore, it is respectfully submitted that die amendments 
to the claims do not add new matter. 

Argoxnents in support of the novelty of the clainls in view of Pokhikar (stt of record) 

Claim 1, as amended inckides the following limitations; 

A method of clo&itm an end of a bag durirtii its manufacture , the method including: 

starting with an elongate tubular member having opposed ends, at least one end of 
which defines an open mouth , fonmng a folded portion comprising folding opposed portions of 
tlie tubular meinber to extend at least pattiaJly across the mouth; 

positioning a panel to extend across the folded portion so that a main portion of 
the panel covers the folded portion and a remainder portion extends beyond the folded 
porrion; atui 

securing the main portion of the panel and tlie folded portion together thereby to 
form closure for the mouth ; 

forming a handle for the bag using the remainder portion of the panel; wherein the 
handle is mtegra j ^ w^ ^ 

(Claim, i , underlining for emphasis) 

Poklukiir does not disclose a method of closing an end of a bag during its mamifacture. instead, 
Pokiukar discloses a bag handle for mounting on a bag (see Title and Technical Field in 
Poklukar). 

Poklukar does not disclose forming a closure for the montli. The bag in Pokliikar is already 
formed and PoMiikar merely discloses attaching a handle to the bag. In other words with 
Poklukar, the bag to which the handle is attached already has a closure (see the drawings of 
Pokiukar). 

With Poklukar the handle is attached to the bag aiid is not integial with the ciosijre. 



In ¥iew of the foregoing, it is respeetfuHy saboaitteti that Pokiukar does not disclose t&e 
emphasized Hmitatioas of iiidepeiuieirt daim 1 . 

Accordingly, the Examiner is respectfuily requested fo reconsider die rejection of claim i in 
view of Poklukar. 

Claims 5, 7-12, and 35-39 include imitations similar in scope to the above^discusssed iMitatioiis 
of claim L Accordingly, it is respectftdiy submitted but these claims are also not anticipated or 
rendered obvious by Poklukar or any of the other combinations of Poklukar 
proposed by the Examiner, 
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i-ilijJK DiUe; November 21, 2005 

Applicant respectfiiiiy requests that a timely Notice pf Allowance be issiied in this case. Suck 
action is earnestly solicited by the Applicant. Shooid tlie lExaminer have a«y questioas, 
comments, or suggestions, the Exaiuiner is iiivited to contact the AppUcant's attome:y or agent at 
the telephone mimber indicated below. 



If not provided for in a separate paper filed herewith, please consider this a PETITION FOR 
EXTElSiSIpN OF TIME for sttMeient ntaBber of months to enter these papers and pJease charge 
any additional required fees or credit overpayment to Deposit Account No. 503437. 



if necessaryj please charge any additional fees or credit overpayment to Deposit Account No, 
503437. 

RespectfiiUy submitted, 
Lioijei Nicholas Mantxivis 
By bis Representatives, 



Hahn and Moodley LL¥ 

Customer Number 524 18 
Tel: 6.50 796 5417 
408 350 0489 
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